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HISTORY OF PRIBSTCRAF?D. 
BY WILLIAM HOWI!ITT 
No. 5. 
POPERY. 

Pernicious Doctrines of the Jesuits— Hudibras’s Exposition of such Doe 
trines—Loyola, their Founder, sets up, under the name of General, ano- 
ther sort oPPope—The success of his plans—General character and pro- 
cress of the Jesuits; their Mercantile Concerns: thar Conduct in China; 
in Paraguay; in the Ruropean Countries—Attemnpts on the lives of Queen 
Elizabeth and James L.; their Murder of Henry UL. and Henry IV. of 
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The land in which I lived by a full bane 
Was withered up. Tyrants dwelt side by side, 
And stabled in our homes—until the chain 
Stifled the captive’s ery and to abide 
That blasting curse, men had no shame—all vied 
In evil, slave and despot; fear with lust, 
Strange fellowship through mutual haie had tied, 
Like two dark serpents tangled in the cust, : 
Which on the paths of men their iningling poison thrnst. 
Revoir or Istam. 
But onward moved the melaucholy train 
In their false creeds, in fiery pangs to die. 
This was the solemn sacrifice of Spain— 
Heaven's offering from the land of chivalry! 
‘Tus Forest SANCTUARY. 


We have surveyed strange scenes of priestly wickedness 
and bloodshed.—but of all the agents of the devil which were 
ever spawned in the black dens of that earthly pandemonium, 
the papal church, none can compare with the Jesuits and In- 
quisitors. 

The Jesuits arose in the latter days of popery. Their doc- 
trines. were those of popery grown tothorough tipeness. They 
seemed created to show to what lengths that system could be 
carried, and to crown it, in conjunction with their fellow-de- 
mons of the Inquisition, with that full measure of popular ia- 
dignation which should hasten its great “immedicable wound” 
from the hand of Luther. The Jesuits took up the favorite 
dogmas of the papal church: that the end sanetifies the means 
—that evil may be done that good may come of it—and pushed 
them to that degree which caused the good and the simple to 
stand in astonishment at the dariag acts and adroit casuist 
of “bold bad men.” All oaths, all obligations, all morality, all 
religion, according to their creed, were to ‘be adopted or set 
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aside, just as it suited the object they had in view. They 
might cheat and lie, steal and kill, all for righteousness’ sake 
They embodied in practice the pithy maxims of Hudibras. 


That saints may claim a dispensation 

To swear and forswear on occasion, 

I doubt not but it will appear 

With pregnant light; the point is clear. 

Oaths are but words, and words but wind; 
Too feeble instruments to bind. 

But saints whom oaths and vows oblige, 
Know little of their privilege. 

For if the devil, to serve his turn, 

Can tell the truth, why the saints should scora 
When it serves theirs to swear and lie, 

I think there’s little reason why. 

Else he has a greater power than they, 

Which t’ were impiety to say. 


They thought with him, 





The Public Faith, which every one 
Is bound to,abserve, is kept by none. 
And if that go for nothing, why 

Should Private Faith have such a tie? 
Oaths were not purposed more than law, 
To keep the good and just in awe, 

But to confine the bad and sinful, 

Like mortal cattle in a pinfold. 

Then why should we ourselves abridge 
And curtail our own privilege ? 

Quakers that, like dark lanterns bear 
Their light within them, will not swear. 
Their gospel is an accidence 

By which they construe conscience. 





These were their precious tenets—the quintessence of the 
wisdom of this world, to which that of the children of light is 
unprofitable foolishness. Their founder, Ignatius Loyola, 2 
Spaniard—an ominous name when connected with religion,— 
was a most acute and happy genius in his way. He saw the 
advantages which the popes had derived from their accommo- 
dating ecclesiastical logic, and he conceived the felicitous idea 
of creating a sort of second series of popes, taught and enlight- 
ened by the old series. He adopted their facile code of morals, 
and he even outwent them in the exquisite finesse of his poli- 
cy. The head of this system was to take the name of General 
of the Order ; his emissaries were to go forth into all kingdoms ; 
to insinuate themselves into all cities, houses, and secret hearts 
of the people. They were to adopt all shapes, to follow all cit- 
cumstances ; to Wear an outside of peculiar mildness, and an 
innerman of subtle observance ; to have the exterior of the dove 
—the interior of the serpent. With all this sequacity, flexib)- 
lity, and disguise they succeeded wonderfully. What, indeed, 
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could resist them, when they came in all snapes, and with all 
pretences ; at the first glimpse’of discovery of their real designs 
or of popular indignation, ready to eat up their own words, and 
swear that they were anything but what they really were ?— 
But when they found themselves in any degree of strength,— 
when they were desirous of carrying some point that compli 
ance and duplicity could not carry,—who so dogged and inso- 
lent as they ? They bearded people, magistrates, kings,—the 
pope himself with the most immoveable assurance. The popes 
who regarded them as active maintainers of ignorance and 
obedience, were desirous to tolerate them as much as possible. 
But they often found it a severe task for their patience. They 
were in the condition of a man who has tamed a serpent or a 
lion ; they might sooth the beast by coaxing, perhaps, but were 
every moment in danger of rousing its ferocity, and even ol 
falling before its rage. When struck at, they stood and hissed 
and fought with true snaky pertinacity ; but if they saw actual 
destruction coming, they suddenly disappeared, only to raise 
their hydra heads in a thousand other m A treg Expelled from 
States in their own eharacter as Jesuits, they came back in all 
sorts of disguises ; and, instead of open enemies, the people 
and their governors had to encounter the secret influence of 
their poison, and their stings which stiuck in the dark. They 
insinuated themselves into colleges and schools under false 
colors, till they could seize upon them and convert them into 
engines of their designs. They became confessors, especially 
of women, that they might learn all the secrets of their hus- 
bands; of kings and ministeis, to learn those of states ; all the 
intelligence thus gathered was regularly transmitted to the 
general from every kingdom, so that he and his counsellors 
knew the condition and intentions of all nations; and, at a 
moment’s notice, his creatures were ready to seize upon uni- 
versities, churches, governments, or whatever they desired.— 
They entered into trade, and were scattered all over the world, 
Wearing no outward appearance but that of merchants; yet 
keeping up a secret correspondence with oneanother, and with 
their general, and transmitting intelligence and wealth from 
all quarters of the globe. They were not satisfied with exer- 
cising their arts over the Christian world ; they proceeded into 
all pagan countries as missionaries, and sought to bring the 
savages of Asia, Africa, and America, under their dominion.— 
They evidently had formed the bold design of ome ee 
spiritual and political sovereignty of the world; but with all 
their subtlety—their ambition and their unprincipled i 

at power so alarmed ani disgusted all people, that their history 
is a continual alternation of their growing into numbers and 
strength, and of their expulsion from almost every kingdom 
that can be named. England, France, Spain, Germany, Po- 
_ land, Bohemia, Italy, the Kast and the West Indies, America, 























145 


North and South, 12 all these countries their arts Were repe2‘- 
edly tried, and they were as repeatedly expelled with ignominy 
and vengeance 
The rapidity with which they spread themselves is shown 
hy the folowing statement trom the memorial presented by the 
nnivers! 4 of Paris to the king in 1724 :—* In 1540, when they 
preseried their petitions to Paul IIL, they only appearcd in Uh: 
number often. in 1343 they were not more taantwenty -four 
In 1545 they had only ten houses; but in 1549 they had two 
provinees: one in Spain, and the other in Portugal, and twen- 
ty-two houses; and at the death of Ignatius, in 1550, they had 
iweive large provinces. In 16 O08, Ribadeneira re« ‘koned twen- 
ty-hine provinces, aud two vice-provinces ; Gwenty-one houses 
of profession ; two hundred and ninety-three colleges; thirty- 
three houses of probation ; ninety- three other residences, and 
ten thousand five hundred and eighty-one J suits. Jn the eca- 
talogve printed at Rome in 1629 are found thirty-five province 
two vice-provinces, thirty-three houses of profession, five hun- 
dred and seventy-eight colleges, forty exght houses of probh 
tron, eighty-eigbt seminanes, one hundred and sixty residences, 
one hundred and six missions, and in all seventeen thousand 
six hundred and fifty-five Jesuits, of whom seven thousand 
eight hundred and seventy were priests. At last, according to 
the calculation of Father Jouvency, they had in 1710, twenty- 
four houses of profession, fifty nine ‘houses of probation, three 
hundred and forty residences, six hundred and twelve colleges, 
of which above eighty were in France, two hundred missions, 
ope hundred and fifty-seven seminaries and boarding seoee 
and nineteen thousand nine hundred and ninety-eight Jesuits. 
On thet mereaatile concerns, M. Martin, governor of Pon- 
dicherry, observes, “It is certain that next to the Dutch, the 
Jesuits carry on the greatest and most productive commerce in 
fodia. Their trade surpasses even that of the English, as well 
as that of the Portuguese, who established them in India.— 
There may, possibly, indeed, be some Jesuits who go there 
from pure religious motives; but they are very few, and it is 
not such as those who know the grand secret of the company. 
Some among them ate Jesuits secularized, who do not appear 
to be such, because they never wear the habit; which is the 
reason why at Surat, Agra, Goa, and every where else, they 
are taken for real merchants of the countries whos names they 
hear: for it is certain there are some of all nations, even of 
America and Turkey, and of every other which can be useful 
and necessary to the society. These disguised Jesuits are in- 
triguing every where. The secret intercourse which is preserved 
among them instructs them mutually in the merchandise which 
they ought to buy and sell, and with what nation they can 
most advantageously trade ; so that these masked Jesuits make 
an immense profit of the socicty to which they are alone te- 
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nsible, through the medium of those Jesuits who traverse 
the world in the habit of St. Ignatius, and enjoy the confidence, 
know the secrets, and act under the orders of the heads of Eu- 
rope. These Jesuits, disguised and dispersed over the whole 
earth, and who know each other by signs, like the Freemasons, 
invariably act — one —— They send merchandise to 
other disguised Jesuits, who having it thus at first hand, make 
a considerable profit of it for the society. This traffic is how- 
ever very injuricus to France. I have often written respect- 
ing it to the East India Company trading here ; and I have re- 
ceived express orders from it (under Louis he to concede 
and advance to these fathers whatever they might require of 
me. The Jesuit Tachard alone owes that com , at this 
moment, above four hundred and fifty thousand livres. Those 
Jesuits who, like Tachard, pass and repass between this quar- 
ter and Europe, are ambulatory directors and receivers of the 
bank and of the trade.” 

“In the Antilles,” says Coudrette, “ Lavallette, the Jesuit, 
has half the worth of the property for whose conveyance to 
France he undertakes. In Portugal the Jesuits had vessels 
employed exclusively in their service, which facts are establish- 
ed by the process of Cardinal Saldanha. All the accounts of 
travellers in the East Indies speak in the same way, with as- 
tonishment, of the extent of their commerce. In Europe, and 
even in France, they have banks in the most onmarcial tiie, 
such as Marseilles, Paris, Genoa, and Rome. In addition to 
this, they publicly sell drugs in their houses ; and, in order to 
their sanction to this, they procured from Pope Gregory XIII. 
the privilege of exercising the art of medicine. Even in Rome, 
in spite of the opposition of the tradesmen, and the prohibitions 
of the pope, they carry on trade in baking, grocery, &c. Let 
us imagine twenty thousand traders, dispersed over the world, 
from Japan to Brazil, from the Cape of Good Hope to the north, 
all cor.espondents of each other, all blindly subjecied to one 
individual, and working for him alone: conducting two hun- 
dred missions, which are so many factories ; six hundred and 
twelve colleges, and four hundred and twenty-three houses of 
professors, novitiates, and residents, which are so inany entre- 
pots ; and then let us form an idea, if we can, of the produce 
of so vast an extent.” 

There have not been wanting advocates for the e persever- 
ing intriguing priests; who have represented ther as merely 


laboring to promote religion a the civilized, -. d civiliza- 
tion among the savage nations. But what says ® . history 7— 
What says the indignation of every realm which * «s ever har- 


bored them? That wherever they were, whateve ey under 

took, whether the education of youth in Europe, © ‘hat of the 

natives in savage lands, all their plans tnrned t> © > object— 

absolute dom ‘anion over the minds and bodies of i). « disciples, 
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They seem to have taken a particular pleasure in breaking in 
upon the labors and in persecuting all other missionaries ; and 
by their detestable and ambitious acts, Christianity has been 
expelled from various regions where it was taking root. This 
was the case in Japan and China. Here they first thawrted 
the measures of other missionaties, then got all power into their 
hands, and finally were driven out with wrath by the natives. 
la China their suppression was connected with circumstances 
of peculiar aggravation. The Bishop ot Nankio numes two to 
the pope, whose vices had become public. “ But the crime of 
Father Anthony Joseph, the superior of the mission, Is ye, 
more scandalous. This man has remained there eight years 
past continually plunged 'n the abominable practice of sinning 
with women at the time they come to confess, and even in tha 
place where he confessed them: after which he gave them ab 

soluuon, and administered the sacrament to them! He told 
them that these actions need not give them any concern, since 
all their fathers, the bishops, and the pope himself observed the 
same practice ! 

“ «all this was known to Christians and to heathens. Some 
~TSsOns represented these crimes to the superiors ol tne Jesuits; 
but the commissary whom they sent for the purpose declared 
him innocent—| know not upon what pretence. While 1 was 
considering the best means of punishing this man, the manda- 
rins caused him to be arrested, suddenly, with two of his bre- 
thren, and about one hundred Chnstuans. What occasioned 
still great) r seandal, the mandarins, who had been some time 
acquainted with part of the facts, collected correct depositions 
to establish his crimes, and announced them at full length in 
their sentence, which they made public. He was condemned 
to death with the other Jesuit, on the 22d of September, 1748. 
and they were both strangled in prison. Of the hundred per- 
sons who were arrested with him, there was not one who did 
not renounce Christianity, and the Chinese misstonary was the 
first to do so.” 

For more than two hundred years they maintained a system 
of opposition and vexation to the bishops and missionanes of 
India, in the very face of the popes commands to the contrary. 
Of their attempt to establish an independent kingdom in Para- 
guay, every one has heard. Under a pretence of preserving 
the Indians free from the vices of the European, they forbade 
them to learn their language ; under pretence of protecting 
tsem from the oppressions of the Europeans, they regularly 
disciplined large bodies of them in arms. For them these sim- 
ple creatures toiled, and their minds they moulded entirely to 
subserviency to them. They refused all Europeans, except 
their own confederates, entrance to the province ; and actually 
on the authorities marching into it in the name of the Kings of 
Portugal and Spain, rose against them, and attempted to expel! 
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them by force of arms. They hesitated not to send emissaries 
over to Europe to blow the flames of sedition there, and even 
attempted the life of the King of Portugal, in order to divert 
the efforts of thetr rightful monarchs from them; but finally 
they were themselves subdued, and driven out of the country, 
to the total dissipation of their grand scheme of rebellion and 
empire. For those who have patience to read the scandalous 
and bloody squabbles of priests, there are copious details of 


these matters in the second volume of Southey’s History of 


Brazil; and especially of their contests with Cardenas the 
bishop. 

In Europe they signalized themselves by perpetual attempts 
against the peace of states and the lives of monarchs. In Ve- 
pice, in 1560, they excited great commotion, and were very 
near being driven away. They showed great anxiety to con- 
fess the wives of the senators, for the purpose, it was believed. 
vf acquiring the secrets of the republic. ‘Trevisani, the Patn- 
arch of Venice, says Sacehini, satisfied himself of the charge, 
and made other discoveries of still greater importance. In the 
Netherlands, 1n Portugal and Spain they were busy in similar 
schemes, and with similar results. In Poland they had the for- 
tune to get a man of their order, Sigismund upon the throne. 
He desired to introduce them into Sweden, where his uncle 
Duke Charles, was his lieutenant. Charles remonstrated in 
vain, that the people of Sweden would not endure the Jesuits ; 
the king persisted, and the people took arms against him. He 
was beaten both by sea and land: taken prisoner; and only re- 
leased on condition that he would assemble his states, and act 
ju conjunction with them. He then escaped from Sweden, 
and strove to arm the Poles against the Swedes; but they re- 
fused the alliance, and in the mean time his uncle seized upon 
his towns. 

With the continual attempts of these pertinacious wretches 
against the liberties of England, and the lives of Elizabeth and 
James 1., every English reader is familiar: the names of Crich- 
ton, Garnet, Parry, Cullen, Gerard and Tesmond, successive- 
ly engaged in the design of assassinating the Protestant Queen, 
or in the attempt to blow up our English Solomon and all his 
parliament, will forever perpetuate their abhorrence in England, 
and in Ireland the general massacre of the Protestants in 1641, 
which they were principally concerned in exciting, and similar 
proceedings in that country, will keep alive their remembrance 
there. But of all their atrocities there are none which more 
affect one with indignation than their persecutions and murder 
of Henry III. and Henry IV. of France. In 1563, according to 
Mezerai, the famous Catholic league took its rise, whose object 
was to extirpate the Protestants in France. The Jesuits be- 
came the soul of this infamous federation. Henry III. assem- 
bled the states at Blois in 1579, for the purpose of dissolving 
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this conspiracy ; and from that time was marked for destruc- 
tion. Sammier, a Jesuit, traversed Germany, Italy and Spain, 
to excite the priices of those countries agains: hun. Mattheiu, 
another, styled the courier of the league, made several jour- 
neys to the pope, to obtain a bull against him ; and though the 

hesitated at this, he delivered his opinicn, that the person 
of Henry should be secured, and his cities seizcd. Commolet 
and Rouillet were the trumpets of sedition. iu the college of 
the Rue St. Jaques, the Jesuits met and conspired the murder 
of the king. It was there Baniere came to b: stirred up by the 
doctrines of Varade, and that Guinard composed the writings 
for which he was hung. It was there that (ie sixteen signed 
an absolute cession of the kingdom to Phillip of Spain; and 
that Chastel acquired the lesson of parricide ve aiterward act- 
ed upon. There Clement, animated by suci: horrible instruc- 
tions, formed the resolve which he fulliiled on the Ist of Au- 
gust, 1589, the assassination of Henry III. 

Henry [V., was a generous, spirited, au! :oble monarch,— 
was educated in Protestantism;—this wes © cugh to arouse 
their murderous and unappeasable hatred. was almost by 
miracle that he yey, Dh enayouth, fiom (! massacre of St. 
Bartholomew. On his coming to the thi: ©: was pursued 
by them with such continual animosity. | ‘allay their fury, 
he consented to embrace Catholicism. 7. cuced no effect 
—he was a man of liberal opinions ; and han they cculd 
not tolerate. They made his life mi und at length 
nearly effected his murder by the knife « cre, at Melun, 
in August, 1593. On the 27th of Decem! v4, his life was 
again attempted by Chastel, another Jesu. e struck at him 








with a knife, but missed his aim, und 


only cut his lip, and struck out a tooth. 


and the ferment of infernal fanaticism 


pists and Jesuits to continually seek the « 


caused the banishment of the whole 


did not mend the matter, as it regarde. 
the same enemies in disguise, and if po 


imbittered. With that good nature w!: 
he at length consented to allow them & 


that Sully, his minister, represented t 
could soften such foes; he recalled t! 


their instigations, being stabbed by 1}:. 


1610. 

Many books had been written of lz: 
ting and commending the killing of ki 
of Mariana,—De Rege et Regis Ins: 
killing of a king was termed a “lauds 
action.” It was by such writings tha’ 
red on to his diabolical act. Aubigny, 


when confronted with the murderer, « 


vf killing him, 
. circumstance, 
induced the pa- 
tion of the king, 
‘This, however, 
x; he had only 
fen times more 
_racter zed him, 
. It was in vain 
at no kindness 
| fell a victim to 
, on May (4th, 


Jesuits, vindica- 
‘ularly the work 
—in which the 
ious, and heroic 
assin was spur- 
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privy to the design, at first denied knowing the man at all; bus 
when driven from that assertion, he declared that “ God had 
given to some the gift of tongues, to others the gift of prophe- 
cy, and to him the gift of forgetting confessions.” 

Such were the abominable principles which led them to these 
abominable actions. Fora full aecount of this assassination, 
the reader may consult the fourth volume of Sully’s Memoirs. 
So generally was the c Mspiracy known omonyg ihe Catholic 
subjects of this unfortunate monarch, that many people decla- 
red, on the day when the murder took place, that the king was 
then dying, though they were in distant places. An astrolo- 
ver had foretold the very day and hour to the kine, the man- 
ner of the act, and that it would take place ina coach. Se much 
impressed was the king with his approaching fate, that he was 
lrequently in great agony of mind, and would fain have putotl 
the Queen's coronation which was about to take place at the 
lume predicted. He had terrible dreams, and so also had the 
queen, waking in horror, and erying out the king was stabbed. 
All these things the common mind joves to believe supernatu- 
ral intimations, only show to the more reflecting one, the au 
dacity of these bloody wretches, who were so confident in their 
power of doing evil, that they spoke of it till it became a ubi- 
versal impression. 


STRICTURES ON 
CAMPBELLIS™M; 
Reprinted from the Appendix to W. Jones's Sermons. 
Continued from page 118. 


I have often admired the remark of the learned Wirsivs, im 
his work on “ The Economy of the Covenants,” when treating 
on the subject of Justification, Book 11. chap. Vill; and a 1s 
worthy of the reader’s attention. “ The doctrine of Justifica- 
tion,” says he, “ diffuses itself through the whole body of divi- 
nity; and according as the foundatio. is either solidly esta- 
blished, or superficially touched, so the whole superstructure 
either rises graceful and majestic, beyond the power of assault, 
or threatens an opprobrious fall.” The learned professor theu 
goes on to speak of the high importance that was attached to 
this article of the Christian faith by the Watpenses, In the 
middle ages. “ The pious Picardians,” says he, “as they were 
ealled in Bohemia and Moravia, (the country of John Huss 
and Jerome of Prague,) valued this article at its true price, 
when in their Confession of Faith, Art. vii. speaking of usli- 
fication they thus write :—this sixth article Is accounted with 
us the most important of all, as being the sum of all Christian- 
ity and piety. Wherefore, our divines teach and bandle ie 
with the utmost diligence and application, endeavoring to IM- 
still it into all.” And in this they acted wisely. LUTHER the 
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great Reformer, pronounced it “ Articulus stantis vel caden- 
tis ecclesia,” —that article of the Christian faith by which the 
church stands or falls,”"—and declared that it “ REIGNED IN Bis 
weaRT.” This doctrine, as Dr. Robertson well observes, in 
his Introduction to the History of the Reign of Charles the 
Fifth, was the lever with which Luther effected the Retorma- 
tion from Popery ; and I do not hesitate to affirm, that it 1s the 
pivot on which all secptural Christianity turns. With these 
views of the paramount importance of the subject, Lhave search- 
ed the writings of Mr. Campbell with no little anxiety, to as- 
certain, if possibly, what are his views on this subject ; ; but 
great has been my disappointment. The most particu ‘lar ae- 
count of the matter that | have met with, 1s in the last of his 
works, viz. his “ Christianity Restored ;” and, therefore, itmay 
be considered as presenting us with his most matured thoughts 
As such, I shall here extract them. 


‘JUSTIFICATION ASCRIBED TO SEVEN CAUSES,” 


‘In examining the New Testament. we find, that a man 1s 
said to be ‘jusitied by faith’—Rom. v. 1; Gal. n. 16, and in, 
24. ‘ Justitied freely by his grace’—Rom. ui. 24; Titus 1.7 


‘Justilied by his biced’—Rom. vy. 9 ‘Justified by works,’ 
James ii. 21, 24, 45.—‘ Justified in, or by, the name of the Lord 
Jesus’—1 C vi. 1t.—' Justified by Christ’—Gal. u. 16-- 


* Justified by knowledge.’--Isa, hii. 11. It is God that justifies 
by these sevcn means--by Christ. his name, his blood; by 
knowledge, grace, faith, and by works.”.——— 

Now, reader, what think you of this, as coming from a 
“ Master in Israel.” one who has been diligen tly studying his 
Bible for more than twenty years, and now sets up for a Re 
storer of genuine Christianity —“the Original Gospel and Or- 
der of things?” Can the ingenuity of man devise anything 
more calculated to Je le x. confus e. and dis res: s the mind ot 
an inquirer after truth, than the extract just made? The sub- 
ject relates to the w ay of a sine! rs aecepta nee w ith Giod; 
than w hich a ny thing more dee ply Interest. ig? fo all the human 
race cannot be conceived-—“ How shall sintu l mon be just with 
God—have his sins forgiven, and stand ac vepted in bre sight , 
Let such a one have recourse to Mr. Campbell's * Christa rmity 
Restored,” for a satisfactory solution : ani what Go es he — 
from jt? He flads he ey ‘even ports to adju before he 
can arrive at any certaicty about the matter. fe is justifie “d 
by faith, and he is oy rostified by works he 3s yu tified by 
ETCCce, and he i« inst ified by hlo od- —he 18 yu stified by Christ, 
and he is justitied hy Inowledge ! And the more he endeavors 
69 reconcile these various claims upon him, the mere he is be- 
wildered and confounded! Such is the teaching of the epiri: 
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of error, so much condemned in Scripture. And even philoso- 
phers tell us, that to embarras, perplex, entangle, and contound, 
are the inseparable characteristics of error, while truth is one 
aud indivisible, simple, and ever consisteut with itself, like the 
laws of nature. The apostle Paul tells us, that * God jJustiti- 
eth the ungodly” —and that freely, by his grace—not working, 
but believing—He ts “the justitier of the ungodly.” This is 
that expression, as Dr. Owen remarks, which hath stirred up 
so much wrath among many, and on account of which, some 
seein to be much displeased with the apostle himself. Yet, 
after all, this 1s the prerogative of God; as such, he will be be- 
lieved on and worshipped, which adds weight and emphasis to 
the expression ; nor inust we foreco this testimony of the Holy 
Spirit, let men be as angry as they please. 

But itis high time that I put an end to these strietares. Mr. 
Campbell ts a very clever man, and has di-played great talent 
m his writings; but he has yet to fearn the doctrine of the 
great Apostle of the Gentiles, touching the justification of the 


ungodly by faut. without the deeds of the law: and until he 


learns drat, and lays it as the foundation of the Christian sys- 
tem, Whatever supetstructure he may raise, will only be as “a 
bowing wall. or a tott r jence.’ He may make his boast, 
and glory in his hundred and fifty thor i tollowers; but be 
isonly building “wood, hay, aad st '— which the fire 
shall destroy ;—for “ ev y plant whieh our be iwenly Father 
hath not planted, shall be rooted up.” 


Mr. Campbell takes no little credit to himself, for his eman- 
cipation from all human creeds and conlessions; but while we 
cheerfully award him a!) the modicum of pratse to which he is 
entitled on this score, itis very desirable, toat he should pro- 
pound to ui: the true JQur, 3 d vive us an explicit statement 
of what he has himesecli gathered from a twenty years’ study of 
the Neriptures. After ail the volumes le has tssued from the 
press, I frankly confess, that I find it a rauch easier task to say 
what he does not hold than what he does! For instance, he 
does not hold the doctrine of Original Sin, or the “ total depra 
vity”” of mankind, in consequence of the fall of their faederal 
head and representative. He does nof hold the necessity of 
the operations of the Holy Spirit, in order to give the Gospel 
its saving effect in regeneration. or conversion. He does not 
huld that “ungodly sinners are justificd freely by divine grace, 
not working, but believing.” He does not hold the doctrine 
of the Sovereignty of divine gtace, preceding or anticipating 
the will of man; on the contrary, be tells us that “all whore- 
solve individual salvation into a mere act of Sovereignty, dis 
arm the Gospel of all its powers, make its Author insincere, 
its promises and its arguments deceitful, an instrument of guile 
and double meanings, a parade of empty professions to save 
appearances ; and worse than all, mock our miseries and tane 
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talize our feelings.”* He, himself, probably, expects to he 
saved by some other grace than that which rescued the dying 
malefactor from sinking into the jaws of hell! He does nog 
hold the Mora Law to be a rule of life to the people of the New 
Covenant, though Christ himself has, indisputably, adopted it 
himself as such,—Matt. v. 17, &e. | might thus go on in the 
same denying course, and we should find the catalogue of ne 
vatives sulhciently copious. But who shall furnish us with 
his catalogue of credenda—the articles of his creed? Does he 
believe in the Deity, and distinct personality, of the Holy 
Spirit? If so, why infuse doubts into the minds of his readers, 
by recommending as he has done, in his Millennial Harbinger, 
vol it. p. 239, a treatise, in which both the distinct personality 
and the worship of the Holy Spirit, are impugned, as both un- 
scriptural and contrary to reason; and why has he had re- 
course to such labored criticism, to set aside the plain meaning 
of Rom. viii. 26; and to shew the absurdity of believing, that 
the Holy Spirit helps the intirmities of the children of God, 
and maketh intercession for them with groanings which ecan- 
not be uttered.f All this is hichly ominous, to say the least 
of it. But Mr. Campbell is sull on the wing, and, in the ra- 
pidity of his fight, who shall assure us where he will alight 
and take his standing? He rudicules the practice of preaching 
from a single text; and to teach us the way more perfect'y, 
he has set us a pattern for our imitation, In a new monthly pe- 
riodical, called “* The Christian Preacher ;” the first sermon of 
which, is one of his own production ; and the glory of it con- 
sists in stringing together some six or eight passages of Senp- 
ture, as a motto, and fol’owing it up by a rambling rhapsody, 
de omnibus rebus et quibuadam aliis! His “ Christianity 
Restored,” which is to put the world in possession of “the 
Original Gospel and Order of things,” appears to me a very 
strange, and even whimsical performance. Who, for instance. 
would have expected in a book of such high pretensions, to 
meet with a system of Rhetoric—an explanation of tropes and 
figures, metaphors, beautiful, bold, and rude ; allegory, meto- 
nymy, synecdoche, irony, hyperbole, catachresis, &c. Ke. 
Why not inciude it in a system of Natural History, birds, 
beasts, fishes, reptiles, &c.; also of Astronomy, in which he 
might have favored his readers with a learned dissertation on 
the sweet influences of Pleiades, the bands of Orion, the or- 
bit of Arcturus and his sons, and the coming forth of Mavzza- 
roth in his season? His “ Christianity Restored,” when com- 





* See his Millennial Harbinger, vol. i. p. 237. Who would expect such 
language as that now quoted from the pen of Alexauder Campbell ? 


t See his Millennial Hartanger, vol. i. p. 111, where, also, at p. 217, we 
have a very satisfactory refutavion of Mr. Campbell's gloss, written by Mr. 
Andrew Broaddus. : 











157 


pared with Archibald M’Lean’s Illustration of our Lord’s Com- 
mitsion to his Apostles, is as tinsel to sterling gold. 

And what can we think of the bond of union recommended 
and adopted among the churches in Mr, Campbell’s connexion? 
When Llook into the New Testament. I find the Apostle Paul 
thus addressing one of the primitive churches: “Now, I be 


seech you, brethren, by the name of our Lord Jesus Christ. 


' 


that ye all speak the same thing, and that there be no divisions 


among you ; but that ye he pe rfectly joine ‘d to; vether in the 
same mind, and in the same judgment,”—1 Cor. i. 10. The 


«rounds and reasonab leness of this, it is not difficult to make 
out. The Holy Scriptures comprise a system of divine truth 
perfec ty harmontous in allits parts; and this is the only stand- 
ard of our farth and practice, nor can there be any visible 
< miatacies but what corresponds with it. The apostolic 
churches recognized one Lord, one Faith, and one Baptism, 
one hope of their calling, one God and Father of all_—one 
Holy Spit, which actuated every member of the body, uniting 

another; and all to Christ their living head. Is 
any thing of this kind aimed at, or pressed after, among Mr. 
(‘ampbell and lus friends? 1 find one of their leading men, 
both as an author and elder, denying the existence of the hu- 
man soul, insisting that man Is wholly metlerial—that he con- 
sists of body, breath, and blood, and that the blood is the sout; 
and that to contend taat there Is any distinct, mntelligent prin 
eiple in man, any thing which survives the dissolution of the 
body, is the sheerest nonsense imaginable ; for that he. being 
par the fact to a chemical test, and theret: ae 
ean assure them, that the common opinien ts a vulgar error! 
And this doctrine he is propagating by means of his * Aposto- 
lic Advocate.” ht rough the length and breadth of the United 
States, out of which it has made its way into our own country. 
Yet such is Mr. Campbell's extens ive cl arity, that this same 
man is his “dear brother,’—yea, and more, “he is a chosen 
vessel!” See London Millennta! Harbinger, vol. 1. p. 442, 
note. 

Take another instance. where isa Mr. Henry Grew, pastor 
ofa church in Hartford, U. 8., an open and avowed Sabellian, 
denying that there is any distinction of persons in the God. ead, 
n sentiment whic h is demonstrably subversive of the whole 

‘ospel. This person commenced a correspondence with Mr. 
c amp bell, in the first volume of his Millennial Harbinger, and 
honestly avowed his heresy trom the very outset, impugning 
the doctrine of the Trinity in rather coarse terms. This cor- 
respondence has been continued, at intervals, ever since, and 
has elicited from Grew. what I must regard as no inconsidera- 
ble portion of bold blasphemy bul, notwithstanding this he is 
Mr. Campbell's “de ar brother Grew.’ In 1832 this Grew publish- 
ed a tract of sixty-nine pages, 12ino., ent ed, “ A Tribute to 
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the Memory of the Apostles ;” and in the following year, (see 
Mr. C’s Millennial Harbinger, vol. i. p. 239.) Mr. Campbell, 
without the smallest qualification whatever, recommends it 
to his readers, * as well deserving the attention of the Christian 
communities, and worthy to be entitled, ‘A Tribute to the 
Memory of the Aposties.”.” Yet who that has not had an op 
portunity of seeing it, could believe, that this pamphlet contains 
a direct attack on the doctrine of the Trinity, and the person- 
ality of the Holy Sy int. “ The worship ol the spirit of God. 
in distinction trom the Father.” says Mr. Grew, “1s authorised 
by no divine precept, or recorded practice, of any prophet, or 
apostle, or samt, or angel, i the holy book. There is not a 
single address to the Holy *purnt, either of prayer or praise, in 
all the Bible.” Indeed! What then are we to understand by 
the following prayer of the apostle Paul: “ The grace of the 
Lord Jesus Chiist. and the love of God, and the communion of 
the Holy Ghost, be with you all; Amen.”—2 Cor. xin. 14. If 
ihe Holy — be nota distinet person from the Father and 


the Son, why are belicvers to be baptized into his name ?—~ 
Matt. xxv. 19. And how could Ananias and Sapphira, io 
lying unto the Holy Gaiost, lhe unto God,—Acts vy. 5-%. And 


what shall we make oft the blasphemy against the Holy Ghost? 
It is an unpardonable sin; yet it is pot committed against 
either the Father or the Son 7?—Matt. xii. 31, 32. 

But itis ime for ie to desist. Who that knows and loves 
the Truth can help greving, that such poison as this pamph- 
let contains, should be imported trom Arerica, and industri- 
ously circulated among the churches of this country ? and that 
by one, who tells us that he does it under * some solemn con- 
sciousness of accountability at that tribunal whither we are all 
tending!” Hoty Spiner! Mercifully remove the obscuring 
film from his mental vision, and, cre it be too late, give him 
to see the error of his way, and to turn from it; so that the 
things which belong unto his peace may be known unto him, 
at least in this his day, before they are bid forever from his 
eyes. AMEN. 

On a general review of the productions of Mr. Campbell’s 
pen, I should be disposed to allot him a pretty high station 
merely as a writer. He 1s blessed with a prolific mind, exu- 
berant fanev, and quick perception; and expresses his mean- 
ing with great spirit and energy, but net without much incor- 
rectoess and many provincialisms. He also often terminates 
his subjects abruptly, and leaves his writings incomplete. As 
an advocote of what he calls the “* Ancient Order of things,”— 
“the simplicity of Gospel worship,”’—I know not his equal ; 
and in beating down the traditions of men, which the apostle 
Paul tells us, “ always turn from the truth,’—Titus i. 14, it 
aust be acknowledged, that he has done good service to the 
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cause of Christ. But,—as too frequently happens with men: 
of talent, in their zeal for Reform,—he knows not where to 
stop. To say nothing of “the ancient Gospel,’—which I 
grieve to say he has garbled and mutilated, so as to render it 


uo Gospel at all,—I thizk he has acted very injudiciously, in 
changing many “ terms, such as putting favour for 
Grace—reform lor Repent,—loaf for Bread,—reign of hea- 
ven, tor Aingdom of heaven, &c. &c. The consequence of 
this hasbeen, to introduce a new vocabulary of Scripture names 
not at all for the better, and often much for the worse, as it 
would be very easy to shew, where this the place for doing it. 
But I close these remarks. I have now submitted my reasons 
for declining to adopt Campbellism, and for abiding by the 
maxim that [ find upon record, coming recommended—as it 
does—-by the highest authority ; “No man having drunk old 
wine straightway desireth new; for he saith, The old is bet- 
ter,” ——Luke v. 3Y. 





A FEW STRICTURES ON MR. JONES’ STRICTURES ON 
CAMPBELLISM; 


Two considerations prompt me to offer a few remarks on 
Mr. Jones’ Pamphlet ; first, that “Friend Truth,” may be de- 
tended against his well-intentioned, but unenlightened efforts ; 
and second, because being a party concerned, I feel itmy duty 
to stand forth in the breach, and to assist in maintaining the 
integrity of her works in the face of “ Church ” and “ World.” 
We hold nothing which we are ashamed to defend. We court 
inquiry. We know there is no permanent or real good to be 
derived from holding or propagating what is untrue. Error 
eau benefit no one. If we be errorists, we would rejoice to be 
converted from the error of our way ; and not only to believe, 
but to do the truth. Mr. Jones, or Mister anybody, will be en- 
titled to abundant gratitude, if by any means he can reclaim us 
from what is wrong to that which is right. We are not, how- 
ever, of the number of those who succumb to age, talents, or 
authority, wnless these be manifestly sustained by, and are 
indeed on the side of truth. , ; 

[ know that many will think this a bold, and perhaps daring 
proposition. I hold it nevertheless, in the sense in which I 
affirm it. My position 1s this, that in matters pertaiming to 
The Faith, the age, talents, authority or reputation of uninspired 
men, especially in this unenlightened age, ought not to weigh 
one feather; as far as we are acquainted with the uninspired 
living and dead, we know of none of the so called “ good, great, 
and wise” whose judgment of what the scriptures teach, ought 
to be confided in. As helps, some of their labors have been 
beneficial; but as guides, they are none of them oe: 
The only authority in matters pertaining to The Faith is Holy 
Scripture. There are no men in existence, nor are there the 
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Writings ol any extant, whose interpret ation of ser ‘pture should 
be received as authority. The meaning of Seripture, as it is 
apparent to an unsophisticated mind, is alone authority witk 
sucha man. This man may be young, or he may be old, he 
may be literary or not, his youth or seniority, add nothing w 
the meaning, neither can they detract from it. Jt us the mean 
ing of scripture, as it appears to a believing reader, whict, 
ought to be authority with him: nothing else can be receives 
as authority by one who would please God. The aged mei 
of Christendom during the last 1600 years, have for the most 
part grown old ih error, and vone down with gray hairs to the 
grave in ignorance of The Faith. Itis not the being the sub- 
ject of some 60 or 70 annual revolutions of the earth, thet 
makes a man wise or more compete nt to understand the trut! P 
The fact is, if men’s youthful minds have been the sponge, . 4 
it were, of human tradition, and well saturated with the doc- 
irines of men they are more likely to be contirmed in them be 
age than emanotpated theretyvom. Lam always inclined to sus- 
pect the validity of a man’s positions When I fin: | bim appea'- 
ing to the accumulation of the years of his animal life in ree 
commendation or support of his arguments. As to a man 
talents, of what weight ought the y to be in the question 6— 
what the scriptures teach? Talents are but too often the hance 
maid of error. Reputation toc. This can add no weight t 
truth, at least it ought not. Let truth stand upon her own 
merits. She asks not the fallacious patronage of human attn- 
butes, however esteemed of men, to enable her to prove, that 
she is worthy of all reception, veneration, and worship. I ree 
vere the a; ged believer as a father or motherin Christ, provided 
they have put him on according to truth. In short, I would at 
all times, “ render io all their dues ;” and, itappears to me, that 
this is quite compauble with the sentiments we have expressed: 
but when we come to enquire, what do the scriptures teach 
we conceive that itis God speaking by and through the Sacre 
Word alone, who can unfold their meaning in their sev 
ral parts. 

As for the erperience of those called Christians in this da 
we think, that so far from their urging this as authority upos 
their contemporaries, they have more reason to repent in dust 
and ashes on itsS account. Their expert nee, which is esscen- 
ually composed of doubts and fears, and of expedients and dé 
vices by which to satisfy themselves in some slight degree « 
their adoption into the family of God,—ean add nothing, bu 
contrariwise, detracts from, the subline assurances of the wot 
vf God. He that walks by the light of the experience of th 

aged “ Christians ” of the 19th century, will certainly have lv- 
tle cause to felic‘tate himsel fon the agre¢ ableness of his way, 
No reader, if you would be safe :—if you would walk in the 
light of truth: if you would be benefitted by the experience of 
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Christians ;—if you would be filled with peace, wisdom, and 
joy in believing ; if you would yourself experience the assur- 
ances, the hopes, and the delights of the Christian life-—fly you 
for refuge to the word of Ged—to the “sacred sc.iptures which 
are able to make you wise to eternal salvation by the faith 
which is in Christ Jesus ;” they alone are able to “ make you 
perfect ’—to “completely fit you for every good work.” 

These reflections have been suggested to my mind by the 
* Surictures on Campbellism” on the desk before me. I see 
there the last effort of an accomplished writer and of a ver 
aged man. If age, talents, reputation, learning are to weak 
authoritatively ; and, according to their views of what the 
scriptures teach, to Judge and pronounce sentence—then are 
Alexander Campbell, Walter Scott, John Thomas, and Henry 
Grew cast out of the pale of the Church by the aged, talented, 
and learned Mr. Jones. For concerning Bro. Campbell he de- 
cides, that“ he is no longer the enquirer after truth; he has 
changed that character for the bold dogmatist—the champion of 
a party.” He considers that “ he is subverted from the faith 
of the Gospel ’—and departed from the * form of sound words ” 
‘the faith once delivered to the saints.” “He exhibits a me- 
lancholy instance of human versatility.” Mr. Jones quotes from 
his writings to evince * the profaneness ” of his style. Charges 
him with caricaturing the operations of the Holy Spirit ; rejects 
hi: as no longer one of his friends; says that “he has yet to 
learn the doctrine of the Great Apostle of the Gentiles touch- 
ing the justification of the ungodly; “‘pronounces the super: 
structure he has been raising for the last years of his life, as 
‘a bowing wall, or a tottering fence ”—‘ wood, hay, and stub- 
ble °—which the fire shall destroy.” As to his faith, he says, 
it is more easy to tell what he does not than what he does be- 
levye. That he condemns text preaching, while in “ The 
Christian Preacher” be has preached a rambling rhapsody, de 
omnibus rebus et quibusdam aliis ” called a sermon ; * the glo- 
ry of which consists in stringing together some six or eight 
passages of scripture, as a motto.” Terms his doctrine “poison;” 
and concludes by shearing him of all merit, but that very poor 
one of being a pretty good writer; an accomplishment which 
he has prostituted to garbling and mutilating “the ancient gos- 
pel’ so as to render it no gospel at all. 

Here is certainly a catalogue of heinous sins. If God were 
to appoint Mr. Jones as Brother Alexander’s judge, I fear he 
would stand but a poor chance of eternal life; for surely Mr. 
Jones could not be so inconsistent as to admit into the heaven 
where he hopes to be, one whom on earth he can no longer call 
his friend ; a man, whom he charges with being ignorant of 
God’s justification, and with haring departed from the faith 
ence delivered to the saints,’ and therefore, worse than an in- 
fide). What a pity Mr. Jones cannot see the mote in bis own 
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eve. Why does he judge anything before the time? Let him 
look at home, and see uf he be himself sound in the faith. We 
would say with all respect due to the length of his anima! life 
to his talents, and reputaton—* Physician heal thyself” 
There is much in Bro. C’s wattings J do not approve ; and] 
believe | have never hesitated to express mv dissent. As t 
his views of the Holy Spirit, they do appear to me not so defi 
nite as they might be. There is a“ yea and nay ” in relation 
to a collateral intluence, which teads to the position, that ther 
Isa something operating wifh the word. But as to the charge 
of “ caricaturing the operations of the Holy Spirit’ at is ab- 
surd and untrue. Mr. Jones, like Bio. C., upon another veca- 
sion, makes no distinction between, a canecatunng he opinion 
of men concerning the operations, an la caricaturing (he doc 
trine of the scriptures respecung His work. Mr. Jones has 
fallen into the same error 1 specting Bro. C., that Bro. C., did 


concerning me, when I satirized the opinions of men in regar 


_ 


to the Christran Hope. LT have beeu touch amused in reading 
Mr. Jones’ * Strictures on Campbellism.” The very things 
that Bro. C. has been condemning in me, his once beloved 
brother Jones most unmercitully castigates in him! Whate 
remarkable tlustration of the Master's warning —" judge not, 
that you be not rudged; ftoras vou judge, you shall be judged 
and the measure which you give, the same vou shall receive.’ 

There is an meonststency in Mr. Jones’ Bill of Indictment 
He says that Brother (‘ampl ell has yet to learn the doctrine ot 
Pau! concerning the jJustineation of the ungodly: and ve 


t ’ 
has departed trom the taith once delivered to the saints. Lt he 
has vetto learn the doctrine, he can never haveknown it; e& 


it 


sequently has not believed it; and is theretore an intide] ; and, 
though as diligent a student of the scriptures perhaps as his 
late trend, these are inadequate to enlighten him as to the Jus 
tification of the ungodly ; and he must therelore, yet sit at the 
feet of Mr. Jones, that be may be taught the truth! Now, 1 
it be true, as Mr-derfés states, that Bro. C.. is ignorant of the 
true doctrine of justification, how can he have departed from 
the faith? Cana man depart trom the belief of a thing, of 
which, it is affirmed, he is still ignorant? Paul’s doctrine of 
justification is a part of the faith. If then Bro. C. ean be prove d 
ignorant of that, he can never have obeyed the faith ; unless 1 
ean be shown, that a man can obey ignorantly. He must be 
in a woful plight indeed, unless he repent and embrace the 
“particular redemptionism ° and “hyper-calvinism ” of Mr. 
Wilham Jones ; which is the only true doctrine of Paul con- 
cerning the justification of the ungodly !! 

No! we would speak the truth to Mr. Jones in love, and yet 
without disguise. he foundation which Bro. Campbell bas 
been building upon is, that Jesus is The Christ. Paul “as @ 
skilful architect,” says that “he laid this foundation.” Let 
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every one, whether Jolin Calvin, William Jones, or their con- 
temporaries, take heed how they build upon it. ‘ For other 
toundation no one can lay, except what is laid, which is Jesus 
Christ.” Mr. Jones’ great authority Calvin attempted to build: 
Hut his building was made up of rubbish—“ wood, hay, stubble” 
indeed! His crazy work has long been manifesicd, and to say 
nothing of England and Seotland, where his rival Arminius 
presides over the ruins of lis architecture, here in America, 
Calvinistic Presbyterianism is being devoured by Unitarian 
ind Arminian Cormorants. The * wood, hay, and stubble” 
of his gloomy fanes, are crackling in the fire like thorns under 
t pot; and the enemies of Calvinistic decrees are avenging the 
murder of Servetus by destroving his tormentor’s work. “Had 
Mr. Jones addressed his strictures against Join Calvin as a 
‘orrupter of the Faith they would have contained more truth 

in they do in their denunciation of Bro. C. on that score. | 
would | ¥ LO rie ans say that all Bro. [se building « r superstruc- 
ture ts constructed of prectous stones. We have to regret, that 
there are but too many whe have the name of Reformers with- 


tthe thing. ‘bese are they who are Campbellites indeed: 
who have been permitted too easily to incorporate 
themselves among the brethren. Sut there are suany on the 
ther hand, who cau bear witness to the injustice of Mr. Jones 
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trictures ” as to his ignorance of Paul’s doctrine of the jus- 
iuion of the ungodly, which constitutes a part of what he 
rina firs butldrag ol * wood. hay, and stubble ae Paul delive r 
! to the Cormthians what also he had received concerning the 
nrial, and resurrection of Jesus; who was “delivered 

-our offences and raised again for our Justification.” Thes« 
bins Bro. ©, teaches and pre: ‘ribes to such as believe, that 
they repent and be baptized, according to the ancient rules for 
the remission of sms = This ts the gospel, which Paul himselt 

beyed; and this is the gospel which is Tus Power or Gop 
for salvation to every one that believes——a gospel! which John 
Calvin, Mr. Jones’ oracle was never the subject of, and which 
Mr. J. contemns as “a Baptismal Regeneration * with which 
he imagines the Holy Spirit has nothing to do. 

As to his eritique upon Bro. C’s sermon in “ The Christian 
Preacher” I shall leave Bro. C. to get out of that scrape as he 
best can. I can offer no apology for such an effusion. My 
opinion of it has been before the reader long ago. It is in 
deed a rambling ihapsody de omnibus rebus ;” and had it been 
anonymously set forth, we could not have believed him to be 
its author. But he is its father, and the sooner the relationship 
is forgotten the better. 

As to our much esteemed friend Bro. Scott, Mr. Jones does 
not seem to have told Scotland a very “ flattering tale” con- 
cerning this “one of her sons.” —Bro. S. repudiates the Calvin- 
istic doctrine of “ total depravity,” which in the sight of a Hy- 
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per calvinist is a mortal sin. This sin has brought him alse 
into condemnation ; and Mr. Jones has pronounced sentence 
upon him as “a very unfit man to preach the gospel,” because 
he does not care about (calvinistic) “ human depravity ;” and 
atlirms that, “at any rate, Acs gospel cannot be identical with 
the original gospel, which the first heralds of salvation proclaim- 
ed.” If Bro. S. were a Servetus and Mr. Jones an ecclesias- 
tic of Geneva we fear that his lot would be unenvied by all 
who had not imbibed a taste for martyrdom !—Can Bro. Scott 
show cause why the sentence of death should not be executed 
upon him ? 

The next poor delinquent whom the worthy and learned 
judge arraigns at the bar of public opinion is my humble self. 
* This same man,” John Thomas, ts accused of “denying the 
existence of the human soul.” It is urged that he insists “that 
the blood is the soul,” and that be has proved by *a chemical 
test’ that there is no distinet, intelligent principle in man. 

W hat is to be done with “ this same man /"’—Is there nolaw 
by which he may be punished ?—No means by which he may 
be neutralized, and incur contempt? Oh! yes, there is. The 
many of mankind are not afflicted with too much retlection ;— 
they are the creatures of passion, prejudice, and zeal, but not 
according to knowledge. Heap ndicule upon him, and appeal 
to prejudice ; give him some ugly names, and the thing is done. 
Accoidingly Mr. Jones has thought to place him ina rediculous 
hght, and therefore penned, and printed, and published, to tue 
world, that superficial paragraph in the “Strictures” concern- 
ing me. 

But misrepresentation ts rarely consistent with itselt. He 
savs | deny the existence of the soul ; aud almostimmediately 
tells the reader, that I insist that (he blood is the soul. How 
then can he say that I deny to mana soul, when, he affirms, 
that [ say, that he has a soul, and that this soul is the blood ? 

Mr. Jones knows that his representation of my views with- 
out qualification or explanation is well calculated to arouse all 
the prejudices of orthodoxy : which when, under the tuition ot 
priestcralt, identifies such views with infidelity and atheism. 
This was done manifestly, with the intent of making Bro. C. 
as obnoxious as possible ; for if he could fraternize with * this 
same man,” and publish him to the world as “a chosen ves- 
sel,” it would certainly be concluded, that he was as much ot 
an infidel as his “dear brother.” 

Had Mr. Jones read my writings upon this subject, instead 
of the Harbinger, he would certainly, as an honest man, have 
come to different conclusions: or at least have stated them in 
less exceptionable terms. 

The fourth and last offender on this side the water is Mr. 
Henry Grew—“ anopen and avowed Sabellian ; an Anti-Trin- 
ilariap ; am utterer of “bold blasphemy.” “ This Grew” is 
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nother of Bro. ¢ ‘ampbell’s dear Brothers. What a quarto have 
we here! “A bold dogmatist,” “a very unfit man,” “a mate- 
rialist,” ‘a bold blasphemer!’ Verily our cases are desperate, 
our accuser being our judge ! ¢ 

But all this is nothing more than was to be expected. Mr. 
Jones has long been pulling down the Apostacy with one hand, 
and building itup with the other. The epistolary correspondence 
between hiniand Brother Campbell, we always considered as a 
species of editorial coquetry. We were convinced, and have often 
said as much, that they would split on the question of the opera- 
tious of the Holy Spirit. A Hypercalvinistanda Reformer can 
never gee tovether so long as the calvinism is retained and en- 
forced. It is subversive of the gospel of Jesus Christ. It mis- 
represents the Divine Attributes: it makes God purtial, cruel, 
and unjust; and strips faith of the obedience in w hich God 
delights more than in whole burnt offerings or the fat of rams. 
Nor is this to be wondered at. For, who could expect froma 
barbarian, the murderer of a better man, any other representa- 
tion of God. than is to be found in the theory of religion set 
forth in the Geneva Institutes 

rom Calvinism, Arminianism, Campbellism, and Joneism, 
with all their contemporary systems, may the disciple of the 
Lord Jesus Christ be preserve «1; and may all who have put on 
Christ put on bowels of compassion a. d good feeling towards 
each other, and abound more and more in every good word and 
work, for his name sake, Amen! 

Epiror. 


THE CHURCH OF CHRIST. 
No. 2. 

To Sir Culling FRardl y Nmith, the Honorable“ and Rever- 
end” Baptist Noel, and “the Reverend” James Sher- 
man. 

Excellent Sirs,” 

In the epistle I had the honor of ad- 
dressing to you in my last, the following things appeared to 
iny mind as unexcerptionable ; namely, that the Holy Scriptures. 
are the acknowle dged standard of all religious wath ; ; that the 
Kingdom or C hure h of Christis not of this world, and there- 
fore, no National C hure h can be his;—that your new Queen, 
and Lady Patroness of Religion, Victoria 1, although a pretty 
good sort of a young lady for the sphere in which she moves, 


*We address these gentlemen as ‘Excellent Sirs’ because in England 
they are considered as Sirs py excettence. Mr. Culling E. Smith was 
constituted Sir Culling according to the laws of Knighthood: he is there- 
fore not a common Srre but a Sir by excellence or special favor of the King. 


* Render to all their dues.” 
Ep. Apv. 
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vet being the life and spirit of the fashionable world, which tha 
Scriptures declare to be at enmity against God and not subject 
to his laws, though quite competeut to be the Head and De- 
fendress of the National Faith, cannot be and ts not the visible 
head of the Church of Christ;—that there may be many moral 
and pious Fneases (“pius Rneas”)—many very decent and 
well behaved people of the National Faith, but that because of 
this morality, piety, decency, and good behaviour, they are not 
therefore necessariiy Christians ;—that the Seripture definition 
of church is an assembly, congregation, or collection of people 
of any kind ;—thata@ church of Christ is a peculiar assembly, 
founded upel 


Apostles, Prophets, and Jesus Christ, as the 


chief corner st ve: and consists Of men and women, who are 


~ 


? ; * . ’ ‘ 
believers and have bes n baptrzed into the likeness of the lt at} 


burial, and resurrection of Christ; or in other words, have died 


» sin, been buried in water on account of their sins, and have 
risen from the water again to live a lite to righteousness, the 
end of which is eternal life on full enjoymient—or tn fewer 
words, w iO huve been baptized r t terrssion of Sins:— 
that neither force nor Passion, hot that reas is ine uv! und of 
i 1 Wilh ¢f o ly vers in all matters of (he Christian Reli 
gion; but that the members of National Churches are toreed 
to profess a som: thing ealled the religion cf Jesus, when babes 
ana therefe t if theu rowle r d « ent that iit 
reiation to Na rt 4 ches there 1s po \ Ti bd theretore 
therr communion ts a fellowship of iniquity and deeds of dark 
ness, mixed up with a few scintllations of the light of truth;— 
that thre chur ies [ ‘ ifist are ¢ = lwaliv,. note { tiie We rid, 
but are assemblies of mic ind women, who in the words of 
your Enarisn Mass Boox.* “have renounced the Devi and 
all his works, with the | unps and vanites of this wi ked 
world,” and who initate the Great Archetype of the Faith, 
who is deseribed in Seripture. as holy, harmiess, undefiled and 
separate ir 1) pners: that the mutes ol biace : shall not pre- 
vail against his Chureh, that is, it shall never become extinct, 


that itis burlt upon the tiuth that ar <tis is the Christ and no 
ohe else = th if this Institution. Which 1s Ny Ww ce mipared with 
the Mosaic, which is Old and vanished away, has in it the et- 


heacy, the bs le f fh me of ¢ le ansing [rom sinh, and conduct ne 
t » eternal life = that the puwer of Cn d fe r salvatu Ii is depos.- 





* James [, that mirror of Episcopal orthodoxy, whose favorite maxim it 


wna, ‘No Bishop, no King,’ is said to have made the following pubhe dee 
clarabon when P ' of the S ttowhy 5 th. and before he hecame the visue 
t head ol | ‘ Re} (? tT al 2 with ne ] i ’ \« { Tr «i r je phoor 


h tk ot E.ng!at cc. Thor acrvice is an « vii an { neaes in bon hosf. the v want 
nothing ol Thre M: a Pal thre lftine « the elevauon of the host.) But 
Elizabeth left hin the crown of Eng 1, whi 


. } ’ n° 
i" jDaving grenticrecnarmisthian 


he could trans«fer his aflechona 


@ ctown of clors with a roval conse. v, 
the world” to the Reformed Poe 


ne 
aif 


from ** the snccrest (). &. purest) Kirk in 


pery of England and Irelan 
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ted there and no where else, and that this power to save is li 


suited to believers, so that rT IS PELIEVERS ONLY THAT CAN BB 
PENBFITTED BY THE DEATH, BURIAL, AND RESURRECTION OF JESUS} 
for without faith it is impossible to please God: faith, there- 
fore is the cround upon Which alone the benefits of the New 
Institution can be received—aceording to your faith be it unto 
you :- ita belever, in the Seriptu use, is a belhever on 
videnee credibly testifed aad not credulous from hearsay or 
general report; and lastly, that such believers, who have been 
ourned With Clirist in a bath of witer, : nad have sO pul him Ooh 
in the only way which he can be put on, are by inspiration ad- 
dressed as justified, ree ied, adopted, sanetilied, saved, made 
live h vy been previously dead in tresspasses and sins, 
children of God, son [ ¢ lints, citizens of heaven, cir 
cumersed, the seed of A ham, Chi ; living stones, washed 
&e; as kings, pric pb holy priest! .u royal priesthood, an 
eject ra ih I pecu! & yc.ac 
But, to] The Church of Christ has no visible head 
atop has it stice the Assumption Day. People 
on \ le 4 n have suined what they have 
eve yet! ! nameiy, t it Jesus lelegated his 
authority on earth perpe to a succession of Which one 
mah Was ft ( tul Head Your Church, Excellent 
Sirs, has derived this t ‘riptural tradition from the Mother ot 
Chur nes, NM SUress bab 1 the Great. She has her Visible 
Head, whom siie terms Hi. Holiness; and you have your V2- 
sible Heads in the ners f your Kings and Queens. Allow 
me to say, that I can se differrence in effect between Pope 


Jovan, Pope L: 


i} { 
’ 


Ehzabeth, or Pope Vi 
the same under ditlern 


The Earl of Chatham, a 
Archinshop of York, who 
Dissenters, said “ 
ambinon—they a Hy 
College of fishermen, not 
tle 8, not the decrees of int 
creed, and spintual worsh» 
and an Arminian clergy. 
all; let not the bishops sh 
eal power, are plead: d, tr/ 
that religious sects have « 
der restraint; but history 
cheivous, but when they 
then, gentlemen (though 
antagonists the dissentu 
yebuking a “ Father in G 
the popishness, interest: 
ns well as the Romishn 
deem me disrespectful in »' 


ah 


the disse 


SO, 


egory, and Pope Henry VIIT, Pope 
i. Mystically considered they are 
rcumstances, Pope Gregory being 


your Church, in his reply to the 
speech had strongly inveighed against the 
are represented as men of close 
ind their am/!ntion ts to keep close to the 
1als; and to the doctrine of inspired apos- 
They contend for a spiritual 


»' rT of V 


liste Ts 


havea Calvinist creed, a Porisn Litvrey, 
teformation has laid open the scriptures to 
n again. Laws, in support of ecclesiasti- 
rould shock humanity to execute. It is said 
uch mischief, when they are not kept un- 
: no proof that sects have ever been mis- 
ppressee by the Rutisc Cuorcn”’—here, 

means approve your politico-ecclesiasucal 
hers) is one of your own church severely 
his intolerance, and ingenuously avowing 
nd persecuting disposition of your Bishops 


ns ps, 


your prayer Book. You will not therefore 


g it, as, in the text, your English Mass Book. 
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che Visible Head of the Church in Italy &c.. and Pope Victo- 
ria the Visible Head of the Church in England, Scotland ant 
Ireland, with their dependencies. A Romish Pope and a Pro- 
testant Pope are Popes still; from whose jurnsdaicuon and su 
premacy the lovers ol gospel Libs rty wil ever seek to be deliv 
ered. 

You in common with your Cathohe Brethren found your no 
tions ofa Visible Headship, upon the deelaratioa of Jesus to 
Peter—"“ 1 wil’ give you the Keys of the Kingd { Heaven.” 
Now you suppose, that, if the Keys were given to Peter; and 
and if Jesus was to be with his Apostles “to the end of th 


world *—seeing that many ages have elapsed ssuce their days, 
Jesus mnust have meant, that. waen Peter had done with them 
they were to be left in the custody of successors — Romanists 
say in the keeping of his Successor the Pope; you, in that of 
the Chief Magistrate, or King of the nator bois supreme 
overall things by a Divine and not by a popular right: for 
“kings” say you, thats the morial kings of FF oe, * shall he 
the foster-fathers ” of the Chureh; and “their queens her 
nursing mothers.” There is something lke this in lsaiah, but 
eertainly not applicable to the National Chure! if Christen 
dom nor to the giddy. covetous. vain. licent and despot 
hinges and Queens of the Fastern Heimisph the Globe, 
lf we ascertain what Jesus n nt by oe yr the Reve ts 
Peter: and by SDeing with his Apostles to ti lofthe world 
methinks, Gentlemen, you cannot fail to perecise that neithe: 
pes, kings nor priests did he cde rn tiie be transmit 
ted, nor did he ever promise to keep such unholy company as 
theirs to the end of the world. 
Scripture is the best interpreter of scripture. | presume we 


shall not disagree as to this rule of inte rpretation. To under 
stand, therefore, what Jesus meant by giving the Keys of the 
Kingdom of heaven to Peter, we ought to familiarize ourselves 
with the events of his subsequent end public life. Before you 
ean establish the position that the Keys were transmitt d to 
magistrates, ecclesiastical or sec ular, you hy ive to prove, that 
they preside over the Kingdom of Heaven, tn other words, that 
National Churches, which areec noposed of thy vorld, the flesh. 
and the Devil—tria juncta in uno, are the kingdom of Heaven: 
for if they should happen not to be identical with the Chureh 
of Christ, 10 is impossible that Popes, Priests, or Kings can 
hock or unlock—open or shut, the gates of the Kingdoin of Je- 
sus, whatever else the Keys they hold may unfold, unbind or 
loose. ; 

It is obvious from the context, that the eiving of the Keys to 
Peter, is an expression symbolical of the authority entrusted to 
him, to remit and retain the sins of men: for it says, * what- 
ever you shall bind on the earth. shall be bouud in heaven; and 
whatever you shall loose on earth, shall be loosed in heaven, 
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The power or authority to remit and retain sins, IN AN APPOINT 
ED WAY, was bestowed on all the apostles; for, Jesus said to 
them after his resurrection,—* As the Father has sent me, so 
dol send you. After these words he breathed on them, and 
said to them, Receive the Holy Spirit. Whose sins soever 
you remit, are remitted to them; and whose sins soever you re- 
tain, are retained.”’—Here then they all had the power in com- 
mon; but, ia what respect had Peter the power in particu: 
lar ? 

Excellent Sirs, you are well aware that to possess the Key 
to anything generally unknown, 1s to have the sole power of 
revealing the secret. A dozen persons may have the exclu- 
sive knowledge of certain important affairs, and yet one unly 
of these individuals have the right, power, or authority to open 
the commission, to unlock the door of knowledge—with which 
they are entrusted. Twelve jurymen may be all acquainted 
with the verdict agreed upon, yet one only, and that the fore- 
man, has the autbority to make it known to the Court. How 
significant and familiar is the phrase “ the Key of Knowledge.” 
Under the Old Mosaic, * the priest’s lips kept knowledge ;” to 
disclose this knowledge then was to speak it; “ Alas! tor you 
lawyers because you have carried off the Key of Knowledge ; 
you have not entered yourselves, and those who were enter- 
ing you hindered.” Here the carrying off the Key of Know- 
ledge is to prevent persons from entering the Kingdom ; hence 
to enable men to enter is to restore it.—‘ Alas, for you Scribes 
and Pharisees! Hypocrites! Because you shut the Kingdom of 
heaven against men; and will neither enter yourselves, nor 
permit others who would to enter.” 

From these premises we observe, that The Key of Know- 
ledge is the power which one possesses of disclosing anything 
not generally known ;—that the act of disclosure is in speaking 
the secret in a known tongue ;—that to take away the Key is 
to blind the mind by fiction so that the truth is either corrupted 
or lost ;—that to corrupt jhe truth is to shut the Kingdom of 
Heaven against men; for it is written, “in vain do ye worship 
me teaching for doctrine the commandments of men ;”—and 
lastly, that, by the traditions of the Scribes, Pharisees and 
Lawyers, the Kingdom of heaven had been shut in the days 
of Jesus. 

Hence, when Jesus gave Peter the Keys, in connexion with 
the remitting and retaining sins, { understand, that He consti- 
tuted him’ the Foreman, or Speaker of The Twelve—that is, 
authorized him to make known, ia the first instance, The Way 
by which Jesus had appointed the sins of men to be remitted 
or otherwise retained. “Let all things be done decently and 
an order.” Here was the order laid down in which the t 
secret was to be made known concerning the remission of sins 
or the salyation of the world. All the Apostles were empow- 
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ered to remit sins to the Jews and Gentiles; but Peter was te 
be the one who was first to make the Way of Remission 
known.—In other words, he was appointed by the Great King 
to open the Kingdom of Heaven, which the Senbes, Phan 
sees, and Lawyers, by their traditions had eth ctually shut 
against men. 

Sut you will observe, that Jesus entrusted Peter with more 
Keys than one. “I give to you the Keys” said he. Now you 
will remark, that the Kingdom of heaven in their days, was 
shut against fwo classes of men, the Jews and the Gentilea. 
He would, therefore, have to cpen its gates to both these. And 
this Is precisely what he did, and in exact conformity with the 
Apostolic Commission; which directed them to begin at Jeru- 
salem then proceed through all Judea, then go to Samaria, and 
lastly to the remotest parts of the carth: lor it is elsewhere 
said “the Gospel is the power of God for salvation to every 
one who believes: to the Jew first and also to the Greck.” 

This giving of the Keys of the Kingdcm to Peter is spoken 
of by Paul in the following words—*“ |] was entrusted with the 
gospel of the uncircumcision, just as Peter was with that of 
the circumcision ; for he who wiought eflectually in Peter for 
the apostleship of the circumcision, also wrought effectually in 
me for the Gentiles.”"— Peter Wen was, by eminence, constitu- 
ted the apostle to all the family of Istae!; and Paul (he apostle 
to the uncucumeised or chiefly to Ue Pagans of the Roman 
World. 

I have often thought how singularly appropriate was the se 
lecuuon of Peter for the Speakership of the Twelve. He was 
ever prompt, and of ready utterance upon all cecasions, But 
besides this there were other consideiations calculated to make 
him most eligible for the cflice. It seems that the Apostles 
during their pupillage sometimes strove or contended among 
themselves as to which of them should be the greatest. The 
same spirit scems occasionally to have seized them, that has 
so long taken possession of all rectors, vicars, and curates ; who 
are continually looking upwaids to the luminanes of the eccle- 
siastical aad political heavens, for promotion to the highest dig- 
nities of the National Church. It is with them permanently, 
as it was with the Apostles in their spiritual minority oceasi 
onally, who shell be Lord over his brethren—his Grace, the 
Archbishop, or Primate of all the rest.—“ There had been a 
contention among them, which of them should be accounted 
the greatest. And Jesus said to them, the Kings ot the Na- 
uons exercise dominion over them; and they, who oppress 
them, are _— benefactors. But with you it must be other- 
wise: nay, let the greatest among you be as the least; and he 


who governs as he who serves.”—In connexion with this, be 
taught them humility by washing the feet of his servants; and 
said, “if 1, the master and the teacher have washed your feet; 
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ou also ought to wash one another’s feet.”—Peter was doubt- 
ess involved in the contention for pre eminence : for Jesus was 
very pointed in his remarks to him upon this occasion, ‘Simon, 
Simon,” said he, “Satan has desired to sift youas wheat.”— 
He did sift him indeed ; for he made him deny his Master with 
oaths and curses. Peter Was stung to the quick under the wi- 
thering and heart searching scrutiny of Jesus. He repented, 
and was pardoned Could Peter after so humiliating a trial, so’ 
culpable a deed, have the face to Lord it over his brethren ; 
could he under such circu stances aspire to be “the Prince of 
the Apostles *—the Archbishop of the Bishops or overseers of 
the church in Jerusalem--the Primate of Christendom ?—Had 
he subsequently contended for the ascendancy, might not his 
brethren have said, what right have you to rule over us? Did 
you manifest more devotion to the master than we? Did he 
not say to you, Get behind me Adversary, you are an obstacle 
in my way: for yourelish not the things of God, but the things 
of men; di you not with e -xecrations an J oaths assert that you 
knew him not; did not Paul withstané you to your face for 
your dissimulation? The master, it is true, made you our 
mouthpiece under certain circumstances ; but may we not say, 
that he selected you for our organ, because you had least cause 
of any of us, save Judas, to pride yourself on your singular vir- 
tue ?”—I conclude that Jesus chose Peter in preference to the 
rest as the Keeper of the Keys, because he would have least 
plausible occasion to assume consequence over the rest on ac- 
count therect. 

Let me then, Excellent Sirs, for this month content myself 
with remarking in conclusion, that T'wo Keys were committed 
to the Custody of Peter; the one to open the Kingdom of hea- 
ven to the Jews, the other to open it to the Gentiles ;—that this 
act of giving the Keys to Peter, constituted him The Apostle 
of the,Cirsumeision, that is, that he was especially entrusted 
with the first announcement of “ Repentance and the Remis- 
sion of Sins” to the animal descendants of Abraham, and to 
those Gentiles, who, having renounced paganism gave in their 
adhesion to the Law; and that to Paul was intrusted the Key 
of the Kingdom of Heaven to the Pagans; in other words, he 
was constituted by the same authority as Peter The Apostle 
of the Uncircumeision. That the eyes of your understanding 
raay be duly ealigntoner by these truths is the devout and ear- 
pest aspiration 0 

Excellent Sirs, 
Your’s &c. 
Tue Eprror, 























ee 


=a ae 


Q 


I72 
“PUBLIC DISCUSSION.” 9 


During a recent visit to Henry County in this State the 
* Virginia and North Carolina Conference Journal” for August 
18th 1837 was put into our hands by a friend and brother. It 
contains an ariicle under the above title from the pen of a Me- 
thodist Local Preacher we think, named Jas. W. Hunni- 
cut. It professes to be a report of the Debate between the Edi- 
tor and the Rev. Mr. Watt; but like many other professions it 
18 spurious and absurd. When in Halifax we heara thar there 
was something about us ina Methodist paper; but, knowing 
how little of truth and justice is to be met with at the hands of 
sectarian Editors we paid litile or no attention to it. Our bre- 
thren in Henry, however, being somewhat more sensitive than 
ourselves, we were induced to accede to their request, and to 
give a brief account of the truth in refutation of the absurdities 
ype upon us by “the Rev. Jas. W. Hunnicut.” According- 
y, having been politely favored with the Conierence Journal 
by a Mr. Traylor, we read the article to a very respectable and 
seemingty intelligent audience at Henry Court House; and 
commented upon its several parts where comment seemed to 
be necessary. We doubt not, but that in that neighborhood, 
Mr. Hunnicut’s labors have ultimated in more good for the 
truth and us than evil in the estimation of the unprejudiced and 
candid portion of the community. 


Dear Brother Smith—You will confer a favor by inserting 
the following in the columns of your valuable journal. A pub- 
lic discussion commenced the first day of this month, and ter- 
minated on the fifth day. The debate was held at the Fork 
Church, in Lunenburg, Va. The disputants were Mr. Watt, 
a minister of the Presbyterian denomination, on the one part, 
and Dr. John Thomas, formerly a follower of Mr. A. Camp- 
bell, on the other part. Subject discussed— Has man an im- 
mortal soul, which can or does exist separate, distinct, and in- 
dependently of the body. The affirmative of this question was 
assumed, and logically and scripturally defended by the Rev. 
Mr. Watt. Dr. Thomas inade an effort to prove and demon- 
strate from the Holy Scriptures that man has no immortal soul 
within him; whether he demonstrated as clearly as a sunbeam 
that man has no immortal soul, I leave the candid and intelli- 
gent hearer to decide. The discussion was opened by the Rev. 
Mr. Watt, by offering up a concise prayer in the presence of all 
the people. It is due to Dr. Thomas to staic that he observed 
that if Mr. Watt or his friends wished to sing or pray, they 
could do so, but he should take no part in it. [It was thought 
antecedent to the discussion, that several of the cardinal doc- 
trines of our Holy Religion would have been discussed, but 


they were, for the most part, passed over. ‘The immateriality, 














ate ies 

















173 


or immortality of the soul was the principal topic of debate.— 
Mr. Watt preached an hour im the commencement, in answer 
to a lecture which he had heard Dr. ‘Thomas deliver some time 
previous to the discussion. Dr. Thomas thought that Mr. Watt 
did not do justice to his text; and after offering an apology to 
the audience for preaching, he observed, that he would preach 
Mr. Watt’s sermon for him; and from the attempt, I should 
say, that I thought it must have been amongst his first efforts. 
But as he has such a natural aversion to text taking and ser- 
monizing, | think he performed right down well. ‘They con- 
tinued speaking alternately for four or five days, at which time 
the debate closed. I might name many things, but as Dr. T. 
says he is going to publish the debate, | think itunbecoming to 
particularize at full length. It might not be out of the way, 
however, to observe, that Dr. Thomas does not think the thiet 
who expired on the cross with Christ is either alive or in hea- 
ven. Paradise, says he, 1s a Persian word, which means a 
garden of delights. Abraham is not in heaven. ,Moses is not 
in heaven, but he confesses that there is some little mysticism 
involved in the case of Moses; for although Moses died and 
was buried, we are informed that he was one of those who held 
a colloquial intercourse with our blessed Redeemer at his trans- 
figuration. Mysteries they pass over, when they casually 
blockade their luminous path, for it is a notorious fact, that 
mysteries, with the adherents of this system, are almost as rare 
occurrences as living men destitute of immortal souls. Dr. T. 
was very careful to mform us, that he was baptizing a Metho- 
dist when he received the intelligence of the anticipated dis- 
cussion. And is ita fact that Dr. Thomas convinced a Me- 
thodist that he has no immortal soul within him ? This cham- 
pion of the non-immortality of the soul, may succeed in getting 
other Methodists, and I hope he will winnow all from amongst 
us who have no souls: for he must remember that we have no 
employment for men in our church who have no souls. All 
that we can do, is to shroud and inter them; this we consider 
our duty, aceording to the established law of nature. If Dr. T. 
can retain them io his church destitute of souls, we have not 
the least objection, he saves us the trouble of burying them, 
that is all. Dr. T. observed in his last speech that he had been 
listening during the debate to hear some arguments froin his 
opponent, but he had not heard one single argument from him. 
it the Rey. Mr. Watt did not succeed in producing conviction 
upon the mind of Dr. Thomas, by logical argument that man 
has an immortal soul within him, we think that he succeeded 
very happily in proving to Dr. Thomas, from an English He- 
brew Lexicon, that the Hebrew word nephesh (which siznifies 
soul) cannot mean a “ smelling bottle.” I think it due the 


church and the community generally, to state in a concise man- 


ner, some of the peculiar views of this man. 
P2 
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{st. If Adam had eaten of the fruit of the tree of life, after 
his expulsion from paradise, he would have lived for ever in @ 
state of mortality, which state of existence would have been 
infinitely worse than ete:nal destruction or annihilation. 

2d. Ail infants, idiots, and heathens will sleep through end- 
less duration—they never can rise. 

3d. Ail Methodists, old side Baptists, Presbyterians, Epis- 
copalians and sinners, Will be raised to the damnation of ann- 
hilation. 

4th. False religions, or the orthodox systems of the day, can- 
not exist independently of infants, their priests must have in- 
fants, by which they excite the sympathies of the ladies— 
through them they gain the influence of their husbands—the 
purse uext in order, and thus it is that the credulous are im- 
posed upon, and the people priest ridden. 

5th. Adults believe that their infant or baby baptism will 
save them trom hell, (by which I understand the protestant or 
orthodox place of punishment.) 

6th. What glory can redound to God, from the simple fact or 
circumstance ot heaven being filled with babies or inianis, vo- 
lens ve! nolens. 

7th. Eternal life or existence conditional, the condition being 
faith in the resurrection of Christ from the dead, reformation 
and baptisin, (according to and baptisma, I suppose.) This 
proven from 15 1 Cor. 3 Acts. 

Sth. Man has no soul nor existence separate, distinet. and 
independently of the body. Dr. Thomas observed that he felt 
encourarred to go onward in the way of truth, because, he re- 
marked, | have succeeded in convincing many in this congre- 
gation from scripture and reason, that they have no immortal 
soul: within them. ' 

9th. ‘That the spirit of God does not operate on any person 
apart fiom the word written. 

10th. It is sinful for unconverted persons to pray to Gud. 

llth. Christ will reign (mn person upon the earth a thousand 
years, the seat of government being at Jerusalem. 

The above are a few of the many heterodox, anti-scriptural, 
and infidel peculiarities and illogical absurdities of Dr. Thomas. 
And the paradox of paradoxes, and the enigma of enigmas is, 
that this man, after all these absurdities, should profess to be 
an implicit believer in the scriptures of divine truth. This is 
indeed something new under the sun, at least to me. If the 
v-sionary speculations of Dr. Thomas be correct, then all ott ers 
are wrong; for things absolutely different in their nature can- 
not be the same. If he is right, the Bible must be wrong; if 
he be right, the Bibleis a false production, which can be proven. 
Then a subversion of our holy religion takes place, and man at 
once becomes the pitiful dupe of all the chimerical speculations 


ef the ambitious designing sophist. The scriptures of divine 
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truth which have come to us from the hands of a wise and un- 
erring God, professing to have been written by the plenary in- 
spiration o! the Holy Spirit, do not, nay, cannot teach doctrines 
so diameiricaily opposite in their nature. | am aware that ma- 
ny Ontologists have ransacked the mystical depths of metaphy- 
sics in search of arguments to establish the sceptical and athe- 
istical hypothesis that man is “ but organized dust,” but never, 
until last week, did I believe that any man, possessing the 
slightest futh in God’s revelation to man, would stand up in 
the presence of listeniag hundreds, and attempt to prove from 
the scriptures that man ts buta polished ape. My advice to all 
is to shun iwddels, and read the Bible. In the above, I have 
done no injustice to the views of Dr. Thomas. 
Jas. W. Hunnicorr. 
Richmond, August 10, 1837. 


REMARKS. 

In reporting the attributes of the disputants Mr. Hunnicut 
says, that we were “formerly a follower of A, Campbell.”— 
This assertion is untrue. We are as much “a follower of A. 
Campbell” as ever; and that is not at all. We have no ob 
jection to frateinize with bim in the “One Lord, one Faith, 
and one Bapiism ;” but never did we, nor will we, so long as 
we remain compos mentrs, follow him, orany other uninspired 
man. The reporter 1s a follower of Joha Wesley, who is the 
great Rabbi of Methodisia. Being under the “strong delusion,” 
spoken of by Paul, he imagines, simply enough, that men ean- 
not agree in faith and practice w'th another who has attained 
celebrity in defence of truth, without being his followers and 
disciples. Be it known, however, toall “Local Preachersle” and 
Presbyterian clergy, that if they are abject enough to receive 
laws from uninspired Leaders and Assemblies, we are too 
well infouned of our rights, privileges, and immunities, to 
yield faith or obedience to any spiritual authority than that of 
Jesus Christ and his Apostles. 

The reporter affirms, taat we said that “ Moses i3 not im 
heaven.” ‘This assertion is also untrue. We said no such 
thing. The scriptures do not say where he is; and as they 
are silent on the place cf h's abode; all we affirm with certain- 
ty is, that he is alive somewhere ; “looking forward to the re- 
tribution.” 

The reporter would make the readers of the Conference 
Journal believe, that a Methodist baptized by us, is the same 
with a Methodist convineed “ that he has no immortal soul 
within him.”—This is the kind of sophistry made use of by 
priests to keep from their votaries the light of truth. We do 
not unmerse men upon any such conviction. When we bury. 
people in baptism, it is into the likeness of the death and bu- 
tial of Jesus that they may be released from sin; and become 
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beirs of an immortality, which can be attained in no other way, 
than by obedience to the laws of God. We baptize persons, 
whether Methodists, Presbyterians, or others “ into Christ” 
not into a faction—upon the belief of testimony concerning 
Jesus, and not upon dreams, visions, experiences, opinions, hu- 
man traditions, or implicit faith. The Methodist we were bap- 
tizing had been a student of the scriptures fora year previous- 
ly. fam not aware thathe heard any of our brethren more than 
twice or thrice before his immersion. He was, like most Me- 
thodists who surrender the right of private judgment to their 
* Cireuit Riders” and “ Local Preachers” exceedingly preju- 
diced against us. He stood high in the estimation of his bro- 
ther Methodists, who have said, if ever there was a Christian 
among them it was —, or to that eflect. But, when he 
resumed the right of “empan judgment, and interpreted the 
Scriptures for himself, his prejudices gave way. He saw the 
fallacy of Methodism, like to which he could find nothing on 
the sacred nage. He determined to renounce tt, and to be bon 
into the Kingdom of God, by being buried in water into the 
likeness of the death and burial of Jesus, and so rising from 
the watery grave, in the likeness of his resurrection. 

The reader will please refer to this sentence and its context 
in the reporr—“ Mr. Watt succeeded very happily in proving 
to Dr. Thomas. from an English Hebrew Lexicon, that the 
word nephesh, (which signifies soul) cannot mean a “ Smell. 
ing bottle.’ 

The impression designed to be made by the reporter upon 
the mind of the reader, as my opponent in the discussion Xi oy 
ed much and long, though unsuccessfully to do on the minds 
of our audience—1is this, that we said that nephesh signified “a 





smelling bortle.”"— Phose who attended the debate consisted of 


5 . 
two principal classes, namely, of those, who before a word was 


said by either disputant, had made up their minds, that we 
were to be discomfited at all events: and, of those who were 
inclined to withhold their verdict ull they had heard the 
evidence. The former class of whom the reporter seems to 
be one, wil! have it that we said nephesh means “a smelling 
bottle.” Well, it gratifies their little minds, and subserves the 
purposes of their evil-mindedness to have it so. We explain- 
ed ourselves at the debate; but so delighted was our my Papen 
and his adherents at the notion, that it became his text for ma- 
ny speeches. In reiterating the substance of our explanation 
here, we do it for the information of all unbiassed persons. 
We observed that in discussing questions of any kind 1t was 
necessary to define the terms employed. Hence in speaking 
of what is termed “the immortal sou!,” we ovght to explain the 
meaning of the terms immortal and soul. In doing this, we 
should endeavor to find out the signification of the word used 
by the Hebrew people, as it was in their language that the doc- 
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trine concerning the soul was first recorded. A Hebrew Lex- 
icon belonging to Pro. Albert Anderson being at hand (sor we 
do not possess one of our own having lent it toa student when 
in England, who fcrgot to retura it; it was Buxtori’s)—we 
turned to the word, mphsh, having a pronunciation according 
as it may be read with or without the Masoretic points. We 
there found many meanings attached to it, all depending upon 
the several conterts in which itis found indie Hebrew Scrip- 
dures. Henee it has no absolute signitication ; that is, there 
is no one meaning or definition of the word which can be used 
in all passages without modification hy the context. Conse- 
quently no doctrine can be deduced from naphash as determt- 
native of “immortality of the soul ;” but, on the contrary, if 
any doctrine may be interred from its numesous definitions, it 
is that of “the soul's” inortality ; for one of the siguihcatious 
of the word is @ dead body, see Numbers vi, 6.—Among the 
contextual definitions we found it used in [saiah ii. 20 phra- 
seologically for * smelting bottles,” or as Dr. Lowth, translates 
the phrase in whic! it oecurs, “ pertame boxes.”"—We read 
from Robinson’s Gesenius’ Lexicon as follows, “1. Breath, 
Joh. 41, 13.—Breath of ufe, Gen. i. 20. 30. Also odour, per- 
fume, which any thing breathes or exhaies Prov. 27,9; and 
would you believe it, iny friends, but this word, vpon which 
is southt to establish the immortality of something in man, ts 
used in Jsafah 3. 20 where the passage is rencered “ smelling 
bottles."—Here then, Isatah 3. 30 is quoted as an erample 
that the word nphesh is sometimes used for odour, perfume, or 
the smell which any thing exhales. An idea which in sub- 
stance, we intended to convey. But such was the inattention 
and perverseness of our opponent, that he continued to waste 
the time of the audience and to spin out his own, by talking a 
great deal of nothing about nephesh, insisting that we said it 
meant smelling bortle, though we read from Gesenius as quo- 
ted above in the plural number! This egregious trifling he 
carried so far, as actually to produce a smelling bottle before 
the audience as an illustration of my definition of the word 
nphsh. The reader may judge by this to what a miserable 
shift he was reduced for arguments to sustain his side of the 
question. 

But to return to our veracious reporter. He sums up some 
of our peculiar views, as he terms them, under e/eren heads. 
Let the reader turn to the first and read it. He makes me say 
that “if Adam had eaten ot the fruit of the tree of life after 
his expulsion from Paradise he would have lived forever in 
a state of mortelity!!!” We never said, nor thought any 
such thing. Is this part of his repert to beattributed to knavery 
or ignorance? Priesteraft is a compound of knavish ignorance? 
“Live for ever i a state of mortality ! Who ever heard such 
a tung as living forever in a state of death! Mortality im- 
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plies death ; and this learned scion of Randolph Macon thus 
expresses himself! He never heard us say any such thing ; 
he must therefore impute this saying to us knowing that we 
never spoke it; or use the phrase, the meaning of which he 
ts ignorant, to express a something which he dces not under- 
stand. The “Rev. Gentleman ” from the construction of this 
sentence knows very little, we suspect, about the Tree of Life. 
Must we enlightep his daekness by telling him, that the Tree 
of Life was in Paradise. When the Man was expelled from 
den, Cherubim and a sword of flame were placed between 
him and that Immortality—imparting Tree. So that, if man 
bad been ever so desirous “ after his expulsion ” to have eaten 
of its fruit he could not. Let him search the Mosaic record, 
and see, if a period of time did not elapse between the trans- 
gression and the expulsion. He will find if he have discern- 
ment enough, that there was such an interval. Now, if man 
had eaten of the Tree of Life during this interval, not after 
his expulsion, tor that was impossible, he would have lived for 
ever &c. Let it be remembered by the reader, that the speci- 
fie purpose tur which the Man was expelle! irom Eden was, 
that he might not eat of the Tree of Life, and so live for ever. 

This is what we said That man is wholly and ab solutely 
mortal in himself appears from this,—-* the Lord Ged said, Be- 
hold the man has become as one of us to know good and evil : 
and now Lest he put forth his hand an! take also of the Tree 
of Lite and eat, and live for ever; therefore the Lord God sent 
hima forth f.om the garden of Eden to till the ground from whence 
he was taken.”—Now the consequence of the man having par 
taken of the Tree of Knowledge was that he had become the 
subject of evil as well as good. By having thus cisobeyed 
God, he had entered into a mied state, neither Wholly good 
nor altogether evil, but partaking of both. 1a this mixed state 
he tived a short time in Eden. In the garden there was the 
Tree of Life, the fruit of which had the property of impart- 
ing immortality or eternal life to the eater. While theretore 
this tree was accessible to Adam he was in great peril ; for had 
be eaten of its fruit he would have eternalized his existence in 
a state of goodand evil—not of mortality, but ot mixed evil. But 
bere the merey of God shone forth conspicuous. He did not want 
man to live for ever in misery, therefore he removed him trom 
all possibility of inflicting this dreadful calamity upon himself, by 
expelling him from the Garden, and placing a guard “to keep the 
way of (or leading to) the Tree of Life.”— Had God, then, in- 
ierposed no further in human affairs alter he had driven out tae 
man, our race would have been as the beasts that perish ; for 
gut of the ground were they all taken, both brutes and men ; for 
dust they are, and unto dust they all return; and, but for the 
bewevolence and compassion of our Creator, iD the dust should 
we all remain for ever and ever, 
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We did not say, that “all heathens will sleep through end+ 
less duration—they never can rise.”—To myriads of heathens 
the proclamation of repentance, remittance of sins, and eternal 
life was made by the Apostles and their contemporaries ; it was 
confirmed so powerfully by mirac es—attested so satisfactorily 
by Divine co-operation, that to reject it was to reject the man: 
rest counsel of God. Tens of thousands did reject it, and chose 
rather to die in their Paganism than to live for ever according 
to the conditions of the glad tidings of God. Such heathens 
wiil not sleep “through endless duration.” They fell asleep when 
they were numbered with the dead; but they will be awoke 
out of their sleep at the “second resurrection,” that they may 
be judged by Him whom they rejected according to their works. 
They can nse; they will rise, that God's truth may be vindi- 
cated by the final destruction of their souls and bodies in hell. 

In the third summary, the reporter has again erred. Our po- 
sition is this, unless men believe and obey The Gospel preach- 
ed by the Apostles they cannotattain to Eternal Life, call them 
by what name you will. We leave Mr. Hunnicut to settle this 
matter with the Seriptures of truth. 

In his 7th, he has not correctly reported the conditions of 
Evernal Life as we stated them. The summary of the tenns 
is contained in the reply of Jesus to the young man who said 
to him ‘ Good master, what must I do that I may inherit eter- 
nal life ?}—Jesus said ‘Ir you will enter into that life, heep 
the commandinents.—Now, it being premised, that a man 1s 
convinced of sin, and that if he die in his sins, Where God is 
he cannot go—to such a man, who, under this dispensation, 
should inquire, what he should do that |e might attain to eter- 
nal life with all its blessings,—the word of God directs that he 
should believe The Gospel and be baptized for the Remission 
of his sins. Having done this, he has but just set out on the 
road to immortality ;—he has but taken the first step. He has 
been released from sin indeed, but he has now to walk worthy 
of his high calling during the rest of his days. For say the 
scriptures to those who have obeyed the truth, ‘ God will ren- 
der to every one according to his works. Eternal life, indeed, 
to them who, BY PERSEVERANCE IN WELL DOING, seck glory, hon- 
or, and immortality.” Here then the conditions are first belief 
of the gospel; second, obedience to it; thirdly, perseverance 
in well doing from baptism to the end of our natural life. Im- 
mortality is one of the things lo be sought for, and will be at- 
tained only by those who seek for it in the right way. That 
way is straight and narrow, and we regret to say it is travelled 
by very few. “Many are called but few chosen.” Readert 
let us strive to be of that few at all events. 

The attacks of Sectarian Editors and their correspondents 
we regard as inatters of small importance. We notice them at 
greater length than the reputation of their writers deserves, 
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plies death ; and this learned scion of Randolph Macon thus 
expresses himself! He never heard us say any such thing ; 
he must therefore impute this saying to us knowing that we 
never spoke it; or use the phrase, the meaning of which he 
is ignorant, to express a something which he dces not under- 
stand. The “Rev. Gentleman” from the construction of this 
sentence knows very little, we suspect, about the Tree of Lite. 
Must we enlightey his daekness by telling him, that the Tree 
of Life was in Paradise. When the Man was expelled from 
den, Cherubim and a sword of flame were placed between 
him and that Immortality—imparting Tree. So that, if man 
bad been ever so desirous “ after his expulsion ” to have eaten 
ot its fruit he could not. Let him search the Mosaic record, 
and see, if a period of time did not elapse between the trans- 
gression and the expulsion. He will find if he have discern- 
ment enough, that there was such an interval. Now, if man 
had eaten of the Tree of Life during this interval, not alter 
his expulsion, tor that was impossible, he would have lived for 
ever &c. Let it be remembered by the reader, that the speci- 
fie purpose for which the Man was expelle! from Eden was, 
that he might not eat of the Tree of Life, and so live tor ever. 

This is what we said That man is wholly and absolutely 
mortal in himself appears from this,—-* the Lord Ged said, Be 
hold the man has become as one of us to know good and evil : 
and now Lest he put forth his hand an! take also of the Tree 
of Life and eat, and live for ever; therefore the Lord God sent 
him forth fom the garden of Eden to till the ground fiom whence 
he was laken.”—Now the consequence of the man having par 
taken of the Tree of Knowledge was that he had become the 
subject of evil as well as good. By having thus cisobeyed 
God, he had entered into a mixed state, neither Wholly good 
nor altogether evil, but partaking of both. In this mixed state 
he lived a short time in Eden. In the garden there was the 
Tree of Life, the fruit of which had the property of impart- 
ing immortality or eternal life to the ealer. While therefore 
this tree was accessible to Adam he was in great peril ; for had 
be eaten of its fruit he would have eternalized his existence in 
a state of goodand evil—not of mortality, butot mixed evil, But 
bere the mercy of God shone forth conspicuous. He did not want 
man to live for ever in misery, therefore he removed him from 
all possibility of inflicting this ireadful calamity upon himself, by 
expelling him from the Garden, and placing a guard “to keep the 
way of (or leading to) the Tree of Life.”—Had God, then, in- 
terposed no further in human affairs after he had driven out tae 
man, our race would have been as the beasts that perish ; for 
gut of the ground were they all taken, both brutes and men ; for 
dust they are, and unto dust they all return; and, but for the 
benevolence and compassion of our Creator, in the dust should 
we all remain for ever and ever, 
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We did not say, that “all heathens will sleep through ends 
less duration—they never can rise.”—T'o myriads of heathens 
the proclamation of repentance, remittance of sins, and eternal 
life was made by the Apostles and their contemporaries ; it was 
confirmed so powerfully by mirac es—attested so satisfactorily 
by Divine co-operation, that to reject it was to reject the man:- 
rest couasel of God. Tens of thousands did reject it, and chose 
rather to die in their Paganism than to live for ever according 
to the conditions of the glad tidings of God. Such heathens 
wiil not sleep “through endless duration.” They fell asleep when 
they were numbered with the dead; but they will be awoke 
out of their sleep at the “second resurrection,” that they may 
be judged by Him whom they rejected according to their works. 
They can rise; they will rise, that God's truth may be vinai- 
cated by the final destruction of their souls and bodies in hell. 

In the third summary, the reporter has again erred. Our po- 
sition is this, unless men believe and obey The Gospel preach- 
ed by the Apostles they cannotattain to Eternal Life, call them 
by what name you will. We leave Mr. Hunnicut to settle this 
matter with the Sermptures of truth. 

In his 7th, he has not correctly reported the conditions of 
Eternal Life as we stated them. The summary of the tenns 
is contained in the reply of Jesus to the young man who said 
to him * Good master, what must I do that ] may inherit eter- 
nal life ?’)—Jesus said ‘Ir you will enter into that life, heep 
the commandinents.—Now, it being premised, that a man ts 
convinced of sin, and that if he die in his sins, Where God is 
he cannot go—to such a man, who, under this dispensation, 
should inquire, what he should do that le might attain to eter- 
nal life with all its blessings,—the word of God directs that he 
should believe The Gospel and be baptized for the Remissicn 
of his sins. Having done this, he has but just set out on the 
road to immortality ;—he has but taken the first step. He has 
been released from sin indeed, but he has now to walk worthy 
of his high calling during the rest of his days. For say the 
scriptures to those who have obeyed the tuth, “ God will ren- 
der to every one according to his works. Eternal life, indeed, 
to them who, BY PERSEVERANCE IN WELL DOING, seek glory, hon- 
or, and immortality.” Here then the conditions are first belief 
of the gospel; second, obedience to it; thirdly, perseverance 
in well doing from baptism to the end of our natural life. Im- 
mortality is one of the things do be sought for, and will be at- 
tained only by those who seek for it in the right way. That 
way is straight and narrow, and we regret to say it is travelled 
by very few. “Many are called but few chosen.” Reader! 
let us strive to be of that few at all events. 

The attacks of Sectarian Editors and theit correspondents 
we regard as inatters of small importance. We notice them at 
greater length than the reputation of their writers deserves, 
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wic icked contrasted with that of the righteous. They are like 
chaff driven before the wind. They shall not stand in the as- 
sembly of the just; for the road they travel leads to ruin. 


Truth can hardly be expected to aa herself to the crook 
‘ed policy, and wily sinuosities of world 


lght, travels only in straight lines.— | Aisin 
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mot that we expect to “turn them fiom darkness to light ;” but 
that the pubiic may be enlightened as to the questionable hon- 

vesty &c. of their ghouly guides, and be disabused of the im 
positions practise 

ends and ambitious purposes of the craft. We find, that the 
manuscript yet remaining to be set up, will over-run a page ot 
print which ts all that remains to complete this number. We 
are therefore, under the necessity of concluding these stric 

tures upon Mr. Hunnicut’s report in our next paper. 


upon them fot the furtherance of the bye- 


E.prior. 
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PSALM L—C. M, 


On the blessedness of the man who consorts vot with the 
unrighteous. but delights in the daily meditation of the Word 


He is like a fruitful evergreen, planted by streams of 
‘all he undertakes shall Prosper. The destiny of the 
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Biess’d is the man that waiketh not 
In th’ paths of the unjust, 

Nor in the way of sinners stands, 
Nor sits in th’ scoffe.s’ seat ; 


Sut whose delight is in the law 
Of God, the Lord, Most High, 
And on his precepts meditates 
by day and night alike. 


He’s like a tree by rivers set, 

Which timely f.uit doth yield, 

With leaves of evergreen ;—all things 
Shall thrive which he attempts. 


Th’ unrighteous are not so; they are 
Like chaff which blows away. ’ 
The wicked therefore shall not stand 
In judgment on that day ; 


Nor shall transgressors stand their ground 
In th’ concourse of the just: 

For God the just man’s way doth know, 
But theirs to woe conducts. 


affairs; for uth like 








